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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 36 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 36 cites "at 
least one remote unit of claim 15", which is an apparent typographical error and should 
be corrected to read "at least one remote unit of claim 35", as is assumed in the 
following art rejection. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claim 1 1 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 1 1 8 cites 
"the system of claim 106", which is an apparent typographical error and should be 
correction to read "the system of claim 116", as is assumed in the following art rejection. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claims 23, 24, 59, 60, and 94 are objected to because there is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation "the service module" in the claim. It will be assumed 
to read "the security module" for purposes of the art rejection below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 1, 2, 24, 25, 35-38. 60, 61, 71. 72, 94, 95, 105, 106, 115. and 116 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Alonso et al (USP 6,184.878). 
cited by examiner. 

Regarding claim 1 , the claimed "method for a plurality of multimedia units linked 
to a multimedia service provider and an Internet via the multimedia service 
provider to communicate with the service provider'' is met as follows: 

• The claimed step of "each of the plurality of multimedia units receiving an 
Internet Protocol ("IP") address for the multimedia service provider" is met 
by column 2, lines 1-11. wherein Alonso discloses a connection to a 
server via an IP protocol. Each of the plurality of multimedia units 40-1 ... 
40-n is connected to the multimedia service provider 30 by Forward 
Channel and Back Channel and communication via Internet Protocol. 

• The claimed step of "each of the plurality of multimedia units 
communicating with the multimedia service provider via the IP address" is 
met, again, by column 2. lines 1-11. wherein Alonso discloses a 
connection to a server via an IP protocol. Each of the plurality of 
multimedia units 40-1 ... 40-n is connected to the multimedia service 
provider 30 by Forward Channel and Back Channel and communication 
via Internet Protocol. 

Regarding claim 2. the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by the 
fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 
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Regarding claim 24, the claimed "each of the plurality of multimedia units 
includes a security module" is met by the inherent ability for the STT 42 to know the IP 
address to contact for communicating with the multimedia service provider. The 
claimed steps of "designating an IP address for the multimedia service provider on the 
service module and each of the plurality of multimedia units retrieving the IP address 
from the service module" are met by the same inherent ability for the STT 42 to know 
the IP address to contact for communicating with the multimedia service provider. 

Regarding claim 25, the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by 
the fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 35, the above rejection to claim 1 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 36, the claimed "units are set top boxes" is met by the fact that 
the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 37, the above rejection to claim 1 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 38, the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by 
the fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 60, the above rejection to claim 24 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 61 , the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by 
the fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 71 , the above rejection to claim 1 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 72, the claimed "multimedia unit is a set top box" is met by the 
fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 94, the above rejection to claim 24 can be taken accordingly. 
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Regarding claim 95, the claimed "multimedia unit is a set top box" is met by the 
fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 105, the above rejection to claim 1 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 106, the claimed "multimedia unit is a set top box" is met by the 
fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 115, the claimed "system for communicating multimedia service 
provider information in a multimedia service provider network" is met as follows: 

• The claimed "multimedia service provider coupled to the network 
comprising means for generating a Web page of the information and 
means for communicating the Web page via the network" is met by the 
head end 30 coupled to the network discussed in claim 1 [coL 3, lines 10- 
13], which can retrieve and communicate Web pages to the set top 
terminals that are coupled to the network [col. 4, lines 48-56]. 

• The claimed "multimedia unit coupled to the network, the unit comprising 
means for communicating with the Web page via the network" is met by 
the interaction with the Web page as discussed in column 4, lines 48-56 
and column 2, lines 1-11. 

Regarding claim 116, the claimed "multimedia unit is a set top box" is met by the 
fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 12-13, 23, 48-49, 59, 82-83, and 93 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Alonso et al (USP 6,184,878), cited by examiner. 

Regarding claim 12, the Alonso reference teaches all of that which is discussed 
above with regards to claim 1 , yet is silent as to the specific steps to carry out step (a), 
as claimed. The Alonso reference, consequently does not teach the steps of 
"designating a uniform resource locator (URL) for the multimedia service provider; each 
of the plurality of multimedia units receiving the URL; and resolving the URL into an IP 
address for the multimedia service provider". The Alonso reference simply discloses 
the use of the Internet Protocol in communicating with the head-end and receiving and 
contacting an IP address assigned to the head-end [coL 2, lines 1-11]. The Examiner 
takes Official Notice that it is notoriously well known in the art to provide URLs instead 
of IP addresses to users. URL's are then resolved into IP addresses in order to link to a 
server or head-end assigned to that IP address. It therefore would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize URLs in an Internet 
Protocol system, in order to make the communication more understandable and more 
easily linkable (since URLs are much more memorably than IP addresses). 
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Regarding claim 13, the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by 
the fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 23, the above rejection to claim 12 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 48, the above rejection to claim 12 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 49, the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by 
the fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 59, the above rejection to claim 12 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 82, the above rejection to claim 12 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 83, the claimed "multimedia units are set top boxes" is met by 
the fact that the multimedia receiving units are set top terminals 42. 

Regarding claim 93, the above rejection to claim 12 can be taken accordingly. 

8. Claims 3-11, 14-22, 26-34, 39-47, 50-58, 62-70, 73-81, 84-92, 96-104, 107-114, 
and 1 17-124 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Alonso et 
al (USP 6,184,878), cited by examiner, in view of Lemmons et al (USP 6,442,755), cited 
by examiner. 

Regarding claim 3, the Alonso reference teaches all of that which is discussed 
above with regards to claim 1 . The Alonso reference does not, however, teach that the 
"communication with the service provider includes information about the services 
available from the multimedia service provider". The Lemmons reference discloses an 
EPG in markup language form (such as HTML) that can be used at the set top box to 
select programs and services that the server offers [col. 3, lines 20-31]. It would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the 
web pages to display information about services available from the service provider, in 
order to allow a standard format (such as a web-site in HTML language) to provide 
layout information that is customizable and not Operating System specific. 

Regarding claim 4, the Alonso and Lemmons references teach all of that which is 
discussed above with regards to claim 3. The Alonso reference does not, however, 
teach that the "multimedia service provider generates a Web page at the IP address 
that includes information about the services available from the multimedia service 
provider". The Lemmons reference discloses an EPG in markup language form (such 
as HTML) that can be used at the set top box to select programs and services that the 
server offers [col. 3, lines 20-31]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to allow the web pages to display information about 
services available from the service provider, in order to allow a standard format (such as 
a web-site in HTML language) to provide layout information that is customizable and not 
Operating System specific. 

Regarding claim 5, the above rejection to claim 3 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 6, the above rejection to claim 4 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 7, the Alonso reference teaches all of that which is discussed 
above with regards to claim 1 . The Alonso reference does not, however, teach that the 
"communication with the service provider enables each of the plurality of multimedia 
units to access services of the multimedia service provider*'. The Lemmons reference 
discloses an EPG in markup language form (such as HTML) that can be used at the set 



Application/Control Number: 09/875,312 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2614 

top box to select programs and services that the server offers [col. 3, lines 20-31]. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
allow the web pages to display information about services available from the service 
provider, in order to allow a standard format (such as a web-site in HTML language) to 
provide layout information that is customizable and not Operating System specific. 

Regarding claim 8, the Alonso reference teaches all of that which is discussed 
above with regards to claim 7. The Alonso reference does not, however, teach that the 
"multimedia service provider generates a Web page at the IP address that includes links 
to enable each of the plurality of multimedia units to access services of the multimedia 
service provider". The Lemmons reference discloses an EPG in markup language form 
(such as HTML) that can be used at the set top box to select programs and services 
that the server offers [col. 3, lines 20-31]. As can be seen in Figures 4 and 5, the 
Lemmons reference teaches links (such as 171 ) to multimedia content on the server. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
allow the web pages to display information about services available from the service 
provider, in order to allow a standard format (such as a web-site in HTML language) to 
provide layout information that is customizable and not Operating System specific. 

Regarding claim 9, the Alonso reference teaches all of that which is discussed 
above with regards to claim 7. The Alonso reference does not, however, teach that the 
"communication with the service provider enables each of the plurality of multimedia 
units to select multimedia programs available from the multimedia service provider". 
The Lemmons reference discloses an EPG in markup language form (such as HTML) 
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that can be used at the set top box to select programs and services that the server 
offers [col. 3, lines 20-31]. As can be seen in Figures 4 and 5, the Lemmons reference 
teaches links (such as 171 ) to multimedia content on the server. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow the web 
pages to display information about services available from the service provider, in order 
to allow a standard format (such as a web-site in HTML language) to provide layout 
information that is customizable and not Operating System specific. 

Regarding claim 10, the Alonso reference further discloses that the system can 
contain VOD service [36 of Figure 1]. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the Alonso and Lemmons references teach all of that which 
is discussed above with regards to claim 8. The Alonso reference does not, however, 
teach, "services of the multimedia service provider include an Electronic Program 
guide". The Lemmons reference discloses an EPG in markup language form (such as 
HTML) that can be used at the set top box to select programs and services that the 
server offers [col. 3, lines 20-31]. As can be seen in Figures 4 and 5, the Lemmons 
reference teaches links (such as 171 ) to multimedia content on the server It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow 
the web pages to display information about services available from the service provider, 
in order to allow a standard format (such as a web-site in HTML language) to provide 
layout information that is customizable and not Operating System specific. 
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Regarding claims 14-22, the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly while taking into consideration the Official Notice taken by the Examiner in 
the rejection of claim 12. 

Regarding claims 26-34, the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claims 39-47, the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claims 50-58, the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly while taking into consideration the Official Notice taken by the Examiner in 
the rejection of claim 48. 

Regarding claims 62-70, the above rejections to claims 3-11 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claims 73-81 , the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claims 84-92, the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly while taking into consideration the Official Notice taken by the Examiner in 
the rejection of claim 82. 

Regarding claims 96-104, the above rejections to claims 3-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claims 107-1 10, the above rejections to claims 3-6 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claim 1 1 1 , the above rejection to claim 8 can be taken accordingly. 
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Regarding claims 112 and 113, the above rejection to claims 10 and 11 can be 
taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 114, the claimed "security module, wherein the security module 
includes the IP address of the multimedia provider*' is met by the inherent ability for the 
STT 42 to know the IP address to contact for communicating with the multimedia 
service provider. 

Regarding claim 117, the above rejection to claim 4 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 118, the Alonso reference further teaches the IP protocol being 
used throughout the system [col. 2, lines 1-1 1] and the set top terminals, which can 
retrieve and communicate Web pages to the set top terminals that are coupled to the 
network [col. 4, lines 48-56]. This meets the claimed "first means comprising means for 
communicating the Web page via the IP address and the second means comprising 
means for communicating the Web page via the IP address". 

Regarding claim 119, the above rejection to claim 4 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 120, the above rejection to claim 8 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 121, the above rejection to claim 8 can be taken accordingly. 

Regarding claim 122-123, the above rejections to claims 10-1 1 can be taken 
accordingly. 

Regarding claim 124, the claimed "security module, wherein the security module 
includes the IP address of the multimedia provider" is met by the inherent ability for the 
STT 42 to know the IP address to contact for communicating with the multimedia 
service provider. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Fries (USP 6,317,885) discloses a system for interaction at the STB using 

interactive pages (see Figure 6). 

Garden et al (USP 6,049,831) discloses a way of viewing web sites at a receiver 
using a re-composition of definitions and page information. 
Weinstein et al (USP 6,604,242) discloses a system for combining Internet web 
sites and TV broadcasts. 

Zigmond et al (USP 6,785,902) discloses another system for combining Internet 
sites and broadcast TV. 

Boyer et al (USP 6,268,849) discloses an online EPG with real-time content for 
currently broadcast TV shows. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael R. Shannon whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7356. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday 8:00 AM - 
5:00PM, with alternate Frida/s off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller, can be reached at (571 ) 272-7353. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) 
as follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Effective January 14, 2005, except correspondence for Maintenance Fee 

payments. Deposit Account Replenishments (see 1 .25(c)(4)), and Licensing and 

Review (see 37 CFR 5.1(c) and 5,2(c)), please address correspondence to be delivered 

by other delivery services (Federal Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, Laser, Action, 

Purolater, etc.) as follows: 



United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Some correspondence may be submitted electronically. See the Office's Internet 
Web site http://www.uspto.gov for additional information. 

Or faxed to: (703) 872-9306 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Knox Building 
501 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to customer service whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2600. 



Michael R Shannon 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2614 



Michael R Shannon 
April 15, 2005 
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